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If Queries upon Queries. 
Quzx1s |. 


..—  Hcther for the Papiſts with reſleſſe importanities 
VV - ſallicice for an inde/gence, be to fit down peace- 
\ & ably and grant themſalve erroneous * Do they. 
allthat only a ftt5ng down. peaceably, not to grow entragioue, 
\| Bad arming themſelves with publick y co fight for-their Re- 
© Rigies: or is it not moreover not to repine 43 their preſent hep» 
jeſs, and to defift from craving any publick favorr: If you 
nant your ſelves erroneows, is it fit you ſhould be#navlg'd in 
your errors ? Is it not favowr enough to be Connivd at, when 
thereare ſuch ſevg»/wery laws in force againſt you, which, if his 
Majeſty {o pleas'd,might be put into execution © Or if he ſhould 


natifie you, fince you are (0 erroncous 2s toadvance the Pope's 
emacy above that of Kings, whether whea you have gathe- 
red Progges by being cheriſhed under bis wing, will you not take 


the bol _ 0 aſſert what you have now the copfidence to 
firm, and proceed from humble deſires of | avonr and 
udulgence, to impudent demands of publick Conntenance and 
ſarlement 2 If ſo, whether it be not ſeaſonable to give the 
King 8 Caveat againſt ſuch Diſſexters, who are wont to fit dews 
xeceably no longer then they mult needs * OA 01.906: 


QuzRas II, 


Though his Majeſty had declared his Reſolution againſt your 
DefFrines before, yet was that Reſolution fo ſtrong that 'twas 
impoſſible co fortifie it £ or were there like to be no aſſaults 


wade againſt it * If not, whence come your frequent deſires ofa 
A 3 Toleration ? 


(2) 
Toleration ? If there were, was there not need-alſo of a Con. 
firmation? Do you not too much over-wvalue the Conrtiers, 
when you ſay they peither know the Fathers and other Authar,, 
nor can judge of thoſe quotations the Sermon does referre to ? If 
they don't kzow, nor can't judge,muſt you needs imply them { 
ftupid as to be incapable of inſtruttion? If they have no reaſon to 
ſ»ſpþe# them, nor ability to view or diſprove the quotations, why 
may they not 'ſatzsfie 'themſelves without an ocalay ſearch? 
If they have; theyare ſubmirced to their Examination as wellts 
yours, and *tis no queſtion but you' will. both 'find them to 

eX4fF: How could the Preacher know'bur chat ſore of you would 
hier him 2 He might aſſure himſelf you were uſually preſent, 
though not as Auditours, yet as Spies; if not to be converted by 
ir, yet to pick quarrels at' the Sermon, And preſuming'you 
there, why might he not 2ztexd to copmert you,-when' he knew 
that whatche delivered was able to*perſwade you, if it did tor 
meet with prejudicts more-invincible: then. your judementrio 
ſabdue « -Might not 'the Diſcourſe be direFed tocheck your 
 inſolence, who upon the King's Declaration began to walk: up 
disguis'd? or to prevent the growth of Popery, that thoughyou 
sompaſs d Sea and land, 'yet:you' might £4izno more:Proſelyn: 
by Your induſtry ? Or--=&CT.. 1.97 3.097 TUM ©7- 3udl , 


ye N Qu ERIE III, ; 


Suppoſe we-ſhonld: ſay,: by what was from the Beginning vie 


mean Primitive exaniples: Gan theſe be no rule of Reforme- 
tion,becauſe we are n0t to doe as men have done, but as men ought 
to doe ? Does not the ſame Reaſon deſtroy all Patterns, and 
oblige us toabſtain even from doing well, becauſe others have 
dont ſo before us'* Chriſt, toreform the P _— ſends them to 
the Beginnise for 'a Rale; we, to reform the Romaniffts, {hi 
'them to the Beginnine too. If Chriſt did as he ought, why may 
not we zmitate him , and at the ſame time doe _— 

one, 
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nt; and what ought do be'done.? If not — —_— If #'doe; 
& has been done;'and as evght to be done, which you 10: carefully 
diſtinguiſh, be inconſiſtenc ; Is ic nor eaſy to. inferre, .becauſe 
> 17 the Papiſts doe now as they have done, therefore they doe nor 
# they ought to doe? Suppoſe again, that we underſtand Primi- 
tive Rules contain'd in Scripture : As for thoſe Articles which 


to we ” OE 
by fl IyEptain and open, they need not:the_'£ight either of yours,/or 
þ» I ivr, Or anothers Interpretation to:diſcover them:; fo that-your 


4c Dilemma has.no horns, or: but-blunt ones : As for: the.'orher , 
® the. Querie-is, whether you or w2. more cloſely follow. the con-: 
lg s'd Rules of interpretation; If you; bave\,\;do, yquinot..lay 
x, © that crime to your ewncharge,whichwe endeavour but to prove 
by & you guilty of, a partiality-in your own cauſe? It we: have, why 
on © do you ſtill hugge your own errov7s, and not rather cloſe with. 
7 © our 779ths, while our Arms are. open to embrace you 2. 
n aro 0 ich, OQUABRIMAVE cnn 5, 
ur 7 RIB % WT 3# # . «A Yo TY LINE. 
+ 8. When you imply that the Preacher in Contending only for 
10 © the od Proteſtaut way, contended/not-for that which' was from 
i: the:Beginning: what do.yon mean by the .old-Proteſtent way? 
That. good old way, : before it thad the:Name: of Proteſtants or 
after © If before, it was and. is the ſame. way which was from 
the beginning ; and did not-he in: contending for it, contend for 
- & #4t which was from:the beginning If after, he confeſſes *twas 
ie @ foccall'd:p;:36; becauſe: the: Aſſertors: of. it» proteſted. againſt» the 
4 | (rac edi97 of Worn, cand:thati ther Tztle-was almoſt as novel as 
it | 2 very great part.ot-the Roman Creed is ; why then do you lay, 
d £f that he contended only for the New,when 'twas-indeed for the old 
ef Proteſtant way? When you: ſay.,that the Eaftern, Churches clains 
0 4 g7euter Antiquity. then. onrs 3; do. you mean-«the Articlesgf 
I their faith were more Ancignt,or they, were more. early in e2- 
tracing them © If the former;; why is it not: prov'd* If the 
latter ; what is it to the purpoſe? Do we pretend to have re- 
Wo A 3 ceiv d 


4 
(4) | 
ceiv'd the. Chriſtian faith before «{ other Churches? or rathe 
do we not avow our ſelves to own the ſame 7r#ths, which if 
they receiv d ſooner, yet both of #s from the Beginning 2 


QuEeRais V. 


It had been ſaid, Serm, p.10. That in matters of Indife- 
rencie which are brought into the Governmem, every Church 
has the liberty to make her own Conſtitutions, but we are to lock 
upon nothing as 41n Article of Faith, "unleſs it comes from the 
Beginning, &c, Which pailage did you reade, or no * ' If nor, 
why do you undertake tomake 2serjes uponit? If you did, 
why do you talk of Surplices, Organs, Bifhepricks, Officials, 
Plaralities, &c. and take ſo much pains to no purpoſe , unleſs 


it betoamuſethe #g»orant and vnobfſerving Reader? : Did the 


Sermon ſay all things muſt be reduced to what they were in 
the Beginning, or only Articles of Faith? And are Organs, 
&c. Articles of Faith? While you perſonate the Fanatich, 
don'r.you talk as impertinently as if yos indeed were one Bur, 
perhaps, the whole Querie was rais'd on; purpoſe to tell the 
world,' the Preacher had: Pluralities, If ſo, why had'you 
not withall told us, how he came by them Not by parchaſe, 
but deſert ? not by ſeeking, but acceptance, when thiey were 
caſt upon him? That they are Dignities, not Cures? But 
fetting all this afide, Do you think him worthy of his Prefer- 
ments, ornot! Tf nor, why do you beſtow oe upon him? 
for he was never Canon of Tork till yow made him. If you do, 


" why do you exmvy him, and diſcover this exvy, 'inreckoning 


his being Chaplain to the King as one of thole Preferments, 
when the world knows there's nothing but troxble and honor, 
no Emolament atall 5 Whether -therefore' is it lawful to 4iſ- 
femble und falfifie, orno? Ifnor, why do you doeit? It it 
be, ſure from the Beginning, unleſs among the Romaniſts, # 


was not ſo, | 
Querie 


6G) 
Quzr1s VI. 


. Whether there be any Herefie in the world which never 
had a Beginning ? If not, whether it may not be ſaid ro be- 
e538 with its firſt Anthony and raiſer If ſo, whether all of 
che ame alas 2m may not derive their Antiquity from 
him £ Why then. may not the Dsſciplinarians fee theirs 
5 far 4s the Heretick Acrizes, who ſays as plainly as Zpiphe- 
#5 Can make him ſpeak, that « Biſhop does not at all excel a 
Fresbyter, either tw order, honour, or dignity * Whether was. 
S. Peter any more then an ordinary Presbyter or no? If he was, 
then he was not the firſt Presbyterien, as you would have him, 

if hewas nor, how come his S#cceſſovrs to be Biſhops ?' If a 

Fresbyter and a Biſbep beall one, why does not the Biſhop of 
Rewee level himſelf with his brother Presbyters * And why 

thay aot'the Socinian look upon Sabeliins, who, if Epiphanius 
ſpeaks truth, did #hbink ſuch 2 thing as that the Son and holy 

Ghoſt were no Gods, or not cargual and cocternal withthe Father? 

Buc to: ffrr that no farther which finks already, To whac 

end:is your whole {ixth Qyerie direfted * 1s it any advantage 

to:z580r: Cauſe, . whether the dnabaptifts look upon Agrippt- 

- naw, the Solifiadiansupon Exnemins, or no* Are you angry 
thar:ſuch Melde berefees ſhould have founders of ſo great names, 
while your own great one pretends to S, Peter, but has in» 

deed mane? Were you not - ps the other parts of your 

| Ro ſhould fall aader the cepſure of the Preacher's pen, 


a. > 


—_— EEE NO” —_—__ — ww — —_— ES LE 1 Wis. »S we 


ore endexyour'd \by fuch 7:t#le plats to divert him* 
Ikiyon were, Whether your whole. Religion, like your: Queries, 
haveany: more then aiflatter/ug outfide, not to be ſearchd into. 
by © ſevercreye' then that of 2 Novices. 
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(6) 
QueR1ez VIL 


"When Chriſt tells S. Perer, his faith ſhould not fail, did he 
mean it ſhould be impoſfible to deceive him ? Are thoſe Scti- 
ptures that ſpeak of full Aſſurance of fatth,'to be underſtood of 
tull perfe&i0n-of knowledge? * When our Saviourſays thar” 
the-gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt hisChurch, arethk 
words to be underitood of infallability br perpetniry f\ Toener 
into-Heaven through perſecutions 'and tribulations, is it not.to 
be ſaved ſo as by fire ? Were not thoſe impriſon'd ſpirits, the 
ſouls. of ithoſe who perifh'd in the Flood, andwere reſery'dia 

 ſome:ſafe, but tolerable .caſtody;; till Chrift cameant prearh's 
Repentance to them, which,upen their delivery; inimiediattly - 
vaniſh'd ? Or if Purgatory be thatpr4ſon, is it hor an excelletit 
—_—_— for the Pope to bethe Gaoky ? Was Maximilian 
the:ſecond forr'#by the 'Proteftants,or:by-the:Reaſonubleneſi 
. of thethine 'it ſelf) ro write that Tevterafſerting Prieffo:Mar+ 
7iags;. confidering all: —_— — is, that: he: did i6:Re 
ip5a'wreente? Why is it not as lawfull to marry, as\to keep 
a Concubine, one- being allowed 'by Gold, the other by 'the Pope 
only 2. Why did Scotgs ſay:that'Tranſubſtantiation was: not 
4 Truth hefore the Lateran*Conncil, 'if he might\nor be quo: 
ted for.it*>And whenthe ſays now: att dogwmn\ited;,whotauglt 
you thus'to confttueir; that 'twasonely forecuſirill rhen'? May = 
not-a man be damn'd for earine that bread, aud wry that 
wine #nworthily which repreſents the Body and Blowdiof Chriſte 
Again; Did Chriftigive:the greed -ro''any-baut [Diſciples and 
Miniſters, or! note. "If not} why«doe-you-notVwithholdow/26 
from the'Eaity croo:e: If he'digpikow-Yoepde 7char he 
gave them not wine alſo ?: If therewere none beſides Diſcipies = 
preſent at the Adminiſtration, how could Chriſt give either 
Bread'or Wine to them, they being not there to receiveit? If 
there were any, by the ſame evidence by which it appears they * 
were 
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: (7) 
ere.is. it not clear likewiſe that they. receivedbath: 2 


the Cirafian s went. from houſe 40 houſe breaking Brea, 


would it Bot be a hard caſe, if they ſhould have no drink-co. it;? 


4 


-4 not encourage Nero to cloath them with Beafts-skins 
ning themſelves to Horſe-meals, it being fit their garb 
be ſurable to their fare ? -Suppole the Fewiſh Litur- 
in Hebrew, could not the Fews underſtand that Hebrew, 


n0,not their Mother-tongue ? = Were not the Proſelytes to their 
Religion proficients-in their Language too ? - If not, how came” 
hey ta be Proſelytes, the only probable way of their Conver- 
on. being. either by. reading. the Jew's, Books, or .converſfoug 


ther 0 


jith their perſons? and could they doe either without underſtan- 
hi their Language ? It they were, though the Fewiſh Litur- 
9g were in Hebrew, why could they'not #nderſtand it? You 
orant the Primitive Liturgies were in Greek and Latine;were 
not they the moſt Common Tongues, one of the Eaſtern, the 0- 


the weſtern world ? If ignorance of the Tongue had, 


been requiſite, why did they ſuffer them to remain- in ſuch 
lyown Languages * If praying in an #nknown Tongue was eft«- 
Wiſhed by primitive prattice before Gregory the Great's time,was 
thac, pradFice corrupt or nor If it was, why did he eſtabliſh it by. 
4 Eccleſiaſtical Law ? . If not, .how'do, you reconcile it. with. 
$, PauF's command to pray with wnderſtanding ?. 1 Cor,14, -It, 
lavecation of Saints were heard of in Tenatiue his time, it was 


Foot in Chrif's, who forbids us to..pray to Angels, which ſure, 
te greater Favourites then the S&nts, If an Univerſal Supre-: 
Mey was from. S, Peter by-right,, though it could..not. be got; 
: coop ace the third, did Gregory, the Great kom that; it 
Was ls 


Right, orno!? If "49'5 i why was he ſo injurious.to.. 


$, Peter himſelf, and that See,, as to diſclaim it,. and that with; 


Fomuch lee and indignation, as to call him, Antichriff who, 
hould #{#rp i# ? If nor,, how.comes the Enquirer, to he wiſer, 
then his Zelineſs ? Tf that Pope was Infallible, then Omni- 

ſient too; and if yow know more then he, you mult know _ 
PN B then 
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| thien be who bnows ll things ; then likewiſe Boniface muſtbe 


Amichrift, becauſe Gregory ſays ſo: If he was nor, how did 
his S#cceſſours gain that Prerogative,who had far leſs k#owlege: 
then himſelf ? & 


Querais VIII, 


May not the Catholick Church have many parts, and yet 
preſerve its #nity? Asin the ſame Natural body there arema- 
ny Members, yet-but one Body, Are not the Churches of the 
ſeveral Kingdomes of Chriſtendome theſe parts * Whetheris 
it poſſible for —_— either in DotFrine or Government to 
creep into them? If not, how came they into the Church of 
Rome ? It it be, is the Charch fo corrupted to be Reform'd or 
not * - If not, why does not our Saviour permit the Phariſee: 
quietly to enjoy their old Cuffomes of Divorce? If a Member 
be diſeaſed may we not endeavour aftera Cure ? If it may 
be Reform'd, what Phyſicie® muſt we conſult? Muſt we go 
£0 Rome for a Remedy ?- from thence poſſibly come our Cor- 
xwptions, and can we expeta Reformation from them? Will 
the ſame Enemy that ſow'd our Tares, pul/them wp too? 'Can 
the ſword which made the. wound, become the plaifter ? Is 
not every King Supreme in his own Deminiens *? Have we 
not the ſame warrantable Rules of Reformation , plain Siri 

wre, Natural Reaſon, and Moral Pradence, which others have? 

f we are Corrapr, why may not he 'reform 4? Does Chriſt 
þid us follow a Multitzge to dee evil? or rather are we not com- 
manded to let them depart from us, and parge our ſelves to: 
Primitive integrity 2 Is that one way we are all bid ts be of to 
be found in the: Romer. or the Engliſh Church e If you ſay 
it 'the omen, where do you reade that © If in the Zxgiihh, 
do you not walk in a wrong way, becauſe in a way. that. is. not 
onrs *- | | 5; 
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(#1 
Quzz1sz IX. 


Were our Reformers here in Eveland members of the Caths- 
li; Church, ornos TIfnot, then the Rowen Ehnrch is no part 
of the Catbolick, becauſe they were of the Roman Faith, and 
yet according to you not-Catholicks, If they were, may the 
ſave perſon bea member of the Catholick, and the Head of a 
particular Church, or not? If nor, do you not ſplit your ſelf 
zpon thoſe dangerows Aflertions, That a King can be no Chrifts- 
i», Ora Chriſtian no King ? If he may, why may be nor re+ 
form che Church he is Head of, as head of that pare, though 
not as a Member of the whole ? If therefore thoſe Members of 
wr Church who defire a farther Reformation , were Heads of it 
t00, they might reform ws - but lo long as they are only Aems- 
ters, 1 think they may not ; whar think you? If ic be your 
judgement, that &hey way, why might got our firſt Reformers, 
though Members of the Roman Church, yet reform it? If you 
think thac the Head only can reform, whether is the King Head 
of the Charch which is in his ow# Kiagdome or nos If not,are 
you not #ra/itwrow.,, while you go about to rob him of his Sepre- 
misy, and do you not deſerve r and zvdu/gence from him? 
lihe be, why do-you quarres with our firſt. Reformwers, when you 
know the chief of theni wasthe Xing? ' ' | 4 


Que RIE X. 


Whether thoſe points commanded to be believ'd by the 
(vencil of Trent upon pain of damnation, were to bebeliev'd 
= that ſevere penalty, before the fitting of that Conncil, 
| they were, then thoſe are doawn'd who dred before the Gres+ 
tan of thoſe Articles, becauſe they. did-nort believe chem; how 
then fare the ſou/s of our Sires!.. If not, was not thata Che: 
Mable Council , to make _—_ way tO Heaven — a 

2 | i 
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| (to,) 
Chriſt had /eft itz But ſuppoſing, with you, that they were 
not neceſſary, the Querie will be; whether they were lawful 
before ir. If they were, then were they not added by the 
Copntil of Trent, as you acknowledge they were, 'but efta- 
hliſh'd by a more Anciext Sanction : + If 2ot, could that Copy- 
c:4 make ah Article of Faith, which is beyond the power of any 
Authority wader heaven to doe © GaBr8. Can'that-which'is 
enlonfol ine ſelf, be made lawful by'a'Commund ? or may' the 
#angbters drink: poiſon, becauſe-they are bidto doe ſoby their 
Mother 2 ®r.if they might, is not Rowe a kind Mother, that will 
preſcribe it's Suppoſe again, that thoſe' points were Antece- | 
dencly indifferent, ſuch'as might be believd, or __ not; 
were.:chey. epjoyn'd becauſe they might be beliew'd, or be- 


cauſe they wizht not ? If becauſe they might , then either 


that.dofFrine yay be believ'd which is not Apoſtolical, contra. 
ry-t0'S, Paul, or thoſe InjuntFions were Apoſtelical, contra- 
Ty.to your. ſelves, who confeſs they were New, Tt becanſe W. 
they! :174t-n0t, -Oh the-power of the- Conncit of Trent, which” | 
can'makeuwusibeleve thoſe things that an Angel from Heaven i 
may not: do! How does it now follow , becauſe a' lawful 
Magiſtrate may command a lawfal thing to be done upon pain 
of damnation, diſobedience toa lawful command being dann 
ble ; therefore the Council of Trent' may 4s" well commund 
things to be believ'd that are utterly wnlawful,upon the ſame pe- 


nalty 2 = 
QueRIE Ml. 


What do you mean by the Church ? The virtual Church, 
as you are pleas'd to call the Pope? or the Repreſentative 
Church, as you alwaies ſtyle your Councils ?- or, as we ut- 
derſtand it; The whole Company of Believers ? ' Tf youtake it F - 
in'this latter ſenſe, the Scriptures and the Primitive Fathers Y} + 
whe tobe found iti the Church;” why might we not then ine | 
M303 a5, KITS Q3 YE 530 21 Y0COMTIC 


. 
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rowrſe tothew ? _When' we. ſuſpeGed that the Pregmatics 
men nt deliver;d:to ts: | avs. of men, inferd ie 
the I Dortrines of the Goſpel, mighTwe not —_ thoſe Oracles 
tor ſatsfattion ? ITimtherwo formerſenſes, why might we 
not r#12 from the Church, i, e, from the Pope and his Councils, 
ins | fo the Scriptures and' Fathers ?. "If we might, have you /any 
w reaſon to be angry with our Reformevrifor doing'what, you(alow 
1. © them-** If vor, 'do you not advance your 7: Conftiterions i= 
ove thoſe of 'the Scriptwres and the Fathers, white you will us 
to obey yours and flight 7heirs ? Again, Letus by 'the Church 
+ © anderſtand the whole »w»ber of Chriſtians that liv d betwixt 
| Chriſt's daies and- thoſe of our: Reformeys, cal/d by: you the 


6 Eſſential Church , was there not in that great Interyall of time 
« © © ſucceſſion of different Ages and Centuries ? Did not a pert 
1 I of this whole number of Chriſtians f{ up thoſe ſeveral Ages ? 


_ & Do wenot call thoſe the Primitive Chriſtians, that the Primi- 
f@ Bf tive Charch, which liv'd and flouriſhdin the Age of Chriſt, 
p* or the Centuries next ſucceeding ? Had not you inthe latter 
Ages, by entertaining new Articles, of Faith , by introducing 
1 i #ther Dodtrines then what were from the Beginning,corrupted 
your ſelves, and ſo-became Separatiſts from the Primitive faith, 
truth, and Church ? Why might not o#r Reformers they make 
1 | a ſeceſſion from the corrupred Romaniſts, as they did from the 
arer Chriſtians If therebe any differens in the. Schiſmss, 
. tis this ; you ſeparated from the Primitive by defiling , me 
from you by reforming our ſelves: And which, I pray, is the 
greater credit? + En: 


: AH QueR1Ie XII. 


Whether when the Proteſtants nr par they did not take 
[the Scriptures, the Primitive Church, and the four firſt general 
Cexncils along with them, If chey did nor, why don't ou 
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them, .is it any doabr whater the! ry: jp hey did take 


Quszxz XII, 


Whether he that ſaid Feruſelew was the Mether-Church of 
the Fews, did not (ay Antioch was the Mother, at leaſt the eldep, 
Church of the-Gent:les £ If fo, is it poſſible that Rewe ſhould 
be their Mother too 7 Tt there be two mothers, muſt nor Rome, 
which was the latter, be a ſftep-wother to them? And are 
not like to lead a proſperome and happy life under ſuch an indy 
gent Matron, who is wont even to &// her children our of ery 
Lindnef to them : 4 


QueRie XIV. 


It S. Peter brought Chriſtianity into Britain, as Gildas ſayes, 


and. yow conſent , whether this will. not exempt the  pritifh - 


Church from any ſubjeion to the See of Rome, Ifever Peter 
was there (which is a queſtion not to be decided) did he bring 


it hither before he carricd it thither, orafter 2 If before, why 


muſt we, who were the frf Chriſtians, #r»ckle under Rome that 
is our j#nior * It after, was it while he was living, or after his 
Death * If while alive, whar will become of your pretenſions, 
that he ſeated himſelf ar Rome, there exercifed Epiſcopal Au 
thority, anddying there bequeath'd his chaire to Clemens, or 
Linus, and the ſucceeding Popes? If in his abſence he left a 
Deputy, it will ſeem ſtrange that oze mans head ſhould fir ans- 


thers ſhoulders : If not, 'twill be more ſtrange that the body 
ſhould tarry there while the head travaild into England, If 
aſter his Death, are we not heholding to him that he would riſe 
out of his grave, and #4ke ſuch along Journey to plant the Gofe 

eo 


| here? And. will it not become you whio are ſo much devote 

* S. Peter, ro own us for your Swperiors, if for no other Reaſod, 

yet for the miraculous plantation: ; 
Quertie 


(r3) 
QuERrIE XV. 


.. Whether you doe well to make a Compariſon between 
Henry 8. and Phocas, who was indeed an incomparable villain. 
Was not onea King by Birth,the other ofan obſcure parentage, 
and by #verit but a Centurion © One came to his Crows by right- 
fall ſucceſſion ; the other to the Empire by the wnnatural mur- 
ther of his Maſter Masritizs and his children, One had reaſon to 
be diſpleas d at Clement 7. who had fo often deluded: him in his 
appeals, ſo long uſurp'dwhat was his Right ; the other had not 
the ſame reaſon to be difpleas'd at Cyriacw, who could not in- 
made his Right, that had no' other Right to be invaded bur 
what b/oud and rapine could give him to the | ner Suppoſe he 
had been the lawful Emperour, if he had denied Cyriacasthe 
Title of Univerſal, and made himſelf ſupreme within. his. own 
Dowinions, he had done well, And did A. 8, who was indeed 
ir lawful King,doe aniy more then throw off the Pope, and reftore: 
his own Supremacy to himſelf * You applaud Phocas. his juſtice: 
for he php of tome, th and placing the Title of Univerſal 


T7: 


inthe Biſbop' of Rowe, that being the chief Seat of his Empire ,. 
would you have been content if H, 8; when he degraded: Cle- 
went , had made-the Biſhop of London Univerſel, that being 
the Metropolis of his Kingdome © Ifnot, do you not doe to others 
z you would not be done to your ſelves, in permitting Phocas: 
* | tofſtrip Cyriacus, and not ſuffering King H,. to doe the /ike to. 
| Þ you? If you would, why do you appropriate that zi#le to your: 

ſelves, while you confeſs that, if the Xing had ſo pleas'd, the 
; © Ziſbop of London might have been as Univerſal: as my Lord.of. 
ff Rome isf © | 
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Quzxr1z XVI: 


- $. Peter ſaies Chriſt is the- Corwer- ftone, 1 Pet. 2, 6. you ſay: 
$, Peter is ; which muſt we hearken to © If S, Peter _ a 


_ 
. ? 64 
t.+* þ 
to, FE? be $ 
A. F. 


| 044); 
? her, could he be a Cofner-fone ton tl Whether S, Pas: hi 
S- Peter or no ? If not, why did henot excuſe himſelf Ns F 
:baking him, as he-did for his zeviling the'High prieft,: withay 
.T'wift not; who-he was 2 If heidid; ſure-he.knew!\him: to thei 
ſormuch, or: 30 more: pro. 050 eqhal, when:lie rebut +him\ 
openly, and:made no Apolog his olanef neither; yVhethur 
-the: Pope be not -S; Peter” > team in»his: Chair, ; f0:dikils 
' Diſsimnlation: too, becaule he: can: pretend. to hurkility inthe 
"midſt of ſo;great pride, and-exadtly cynnterfeit it, while hehs 
-ſuch-an'&bſolute Antority. . : Whether. from-this'H/awnilily.d | 
-noteproceed: his fo:murterate: Exmityto 4 wbitihninwihinh, 
-thathe:will a6r fufft;them touſþire\. beyond his'own Swe. l 
-Wherher S.:P4u} might not be /borw a the' Zews 2 
Preach among the Heathens 5 and" ſo though he were an Hebroy 
of Hebrews by: parentage, yet be an: Hpoſtie of the. Gemtilesyy 
employment It the'Pope be. Lor Kings, as you. ſay; doeybe ! 
not Lord it'pver tae? Krves, »No-Parto9þ 


 heritage't Does not Chriſt's Fear roomich dbferact his? 
roleſrend fo farre-as to. be the; ſervers ef. the: 

of God ? :They that rule over the Gentiles exerciſe Lordikip 4} 
.do: our\1Lords Biſhops ruleoveri the Gentiless. A Gemtile. bn . 
Heathen, :you'ſay; are all-onet and is: _ enough to. makews 


-Hereticks, but you muſt make us:He; too? arid: Fg ndt 
-keep:Fuith with vs, becauſe we are Hereticks, nor. ſufferugto. 
holdthe vous Faith yg um wo ————_— ft 01 4 
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